
83194F-P 
Customer No. 01333 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re Application of: 

Christopher C. Cegelski, et al 

ALBUM LEAF WITH INSERT 

Serial No. 09/973,03 1 
Filed 09 October 2001 



Group Art Unit: 3722 
Confirmation No. 5074 
Examiner: Mark T. Henderson 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited today with the United States Postal 
Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed 
to Commissioner For Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexa4Ldr\a, VA 22313-145 



Paula west 



OjuS 



k 22313-1450. 



~7* / 3-<D<T 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA. 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Reply Brief 

The Examiner, in the Answer mailed June 30, 2005, argues that it 
would have been obvious to modify Fountain to include a plurality of images 
taught and claimed by Applicant. However, the Fountain reference provides no 
teaching or suggestion of providing more than one image as taught and claimed 
by Applicant. Since there is only one image in Fountain, the information 
provided therewith would of course be associated with a particular image 
illustrated. 

The problem to which the present invention is directed does not 
arise unless there is a plurality of different plurality of images and information 
associated with each image. In the present invention, the information is located 
such that it can be readily identified with respect to its associated image. Since 
Fountain only discloses a single image, it could not teach or suggest the problem 
to which the present invention is directed. The present invention is directed to 
different images and information associated with each of the separate images. 
The arguments that it would be obvious to provide more than one image is not 



based on any teaching or suggestion in the prior art, and therefore is respectfully 
submitted is unsupportable. Further, even if more than one image was provided, 
there is no teaching or suggestion of solving the problem to which the present 
invention is directed. It is respectfully submitted that the claim language, when 
read in light of the specification, clearly supports the present invention which is 
not taught or suggested by the prior art. 

Thus, for the above reasons and the reasons set forth in the Appeal 
Brief, Applicant respectfully requests that the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences reverse the rejection by the Examiner and mandate the allowance of 
the claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 27,370 

Frank Pincelli/phw 
Rochester, NY 14650 
Telephone: 585-588-2728 
Facsimile: 585-477-4646 

If the Examiner is unable to reach the Applicant(s) Attorney at the telephone number provided, the 
Examiner is requested to communicate with Eastman Kodak Company Patent Operations at 
(585) 477-4656. 



